Dear Mr Weisberg: I have been watching the unfolding of the 

published activities of. the Presidential and Congressional com- 
mittees organized to investigate the nation's espionage appara- 
tus. I have been wondering as I sit here contemplating and 
studying the picture of Mr David Eelin which appeared in our 
local newspaper (The Arizona Republic, 1/12/75, pge A-14, As- 
sociated Press credit) and compare it with Mr Eplin's most re- 
cent statement regarding the Kennedy assassination in an inter- 
view published locally in the same newspaper (The Arizona Repub- 
lic, Vi/75, pge A-27, United Press International credit), if an 
important facet of the personal character of this former counsel 
for the Warren Commission has not been overlooked. 

In the latter interview Mr Belin is reported as stating 
"to reach the conclusion that Oswald alone Killed Kennedy, one 
has to work backward from the murder of Officer J D Tippit after 
the assassination." 

Since, according to at least one on-the-spot investigator 
whose book I no longer have in my library, the murder of Officer 
Tippit was linked to Oswald only by the Dallas Police Department 
on undisclosed testimony that was strongly and directly contra- 
dicted by several eyewitnesses closest to the scene of the inci- 
dent, the evidential basis for the police accusation was highly 
doubtful. Perhaps you have later and better information on 
this ? 

It reasonably appears from his own statement that Mr Belin 
"investigates" by first accepting a doubtful conclusion, then 
works bacirward to find evidence which supports his initial con- 
clusion, disregarding bits of real evidence along the way which 
he cannot reconcile to the conclusion he seeks to establish. 

I am under the impression this is the manner in which many 
of our best mystery novels are written, such as the Perry Mason 
series, but is hardly the method by which murder investigations 
should be conducted. 

I am further wondering as I sit here, if Mr David Belin 
with his "weak" face (if the local newspaper portrait is a rea- 
sonable facsimile) has not inadvertently revealed himself as an 
extreme schizophrenic of long standing, i.e., a victim of that 
egoistic mental condition (not insanity) in which the person af- 
flicted lives perpetually only half in the real world of which 
he is part, and the other half withdrawn into a dream world of 
his own making where everything he wants to be true is ipso facto 
the truth. 

To such an egoistic and sometimes brilliant mind, imbued 
with the pleasant infallibility of his own dream world, the man- 
ufacture of forged "evidence" to fit his own conclusions would 
only be another step to arriving at TRUTH, and he would remain 
incapable of understanding or accepting any reasoning or valid 
evidence pointing to a different conclusion. He would tend in- 
stead to become violently angered by any suggestion that his 
conclusion could possibly be wrong. 

Such schizophrenics are frequently capable of arguing bril- 
liantly and convincingly for their train of thought to fill in 
gaps of tangible evidence, and in the legal profession this could 
well be a valuable trait. Even the most brilliant criminal law- 
yers, when faced by evidence contrary to their client's inter- 
ests, could*’"( and perhaps are) a bit schizophrenic at times ! 


John K latta, C.P.A. (Ret) 
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